

















7.

10.

Based on the proposed LTCP amendment (increased frequency of untreated CSO discharges,
but higher volumes captured), has the City considered how Indiana Water Quality Standards
would be affected? Are there limitations involving the State of Kentucky as well as Indiana?
Which CSO locations discharge into sensitive areas and/or IDEM-defined priority areas of the
Ohio River and Cane Run? |

This issue was addressed in Section 11 (Revised April 2011) of the approved LTCP. The Pollutant
of Concern (POC) in respect to water quality issues was E. coli/fecal coliform. The water quality
standards from the various agencies (ORSANCO, Kentucky, and Indiana) with respect fo
recreational activities was discussed in detail in that Section. The ORSANCO and Kentucky Water

Quality Standards with regard to the recreational uses of the Ohio River have not changed since
the 2011 LTCP Section 11- Attachment C.

Are stormwater costs included in the proposed project?

The proposed project being discussed is the size of the CSO Interceptor and the CEHRT system for

the Downtown WWTP. The Cily believes that these projects will provide an increased level of

control (less CSO volumes) and these projects can be constructed under the City’s current sewer

use rate structure. The fotal cost of the projects is estimated to be ©rs.  will be supported
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by the current sewer use rafes. o

The stormwater projects were included in the Financial Capability Assessment (FCA) dated
September 2016 and further discussed in the October 20, 2016 Response Letter.

The City is proposing to reduce the East/West interceptor to a 60” sewer and the
North/South Interceptor to a 72" interceptor on page 1 of the letter but page 3 refers to the
East/West interceptor as being reduced to a 72” sewer with an additional 36” sewer to
achieve dry weather scour velocity. Please explain which is correct.

Both are correct. Page 1 describes the scenario being proposed by City of Jeffersonville (72"
North/South and 60" East/West) while Page 3 describes the alternative scenario requesied by
USEPA (72" North/South and 727 East/West). A parallel dry weather flow sewer is
recommended for the East/West storage interceptor only if the East/West storage interceptor
exceeds 607. If the East/West siorage interceptor exceeds 60" in diameter, dry weather flow
velocities would be too low to keep solids suspended potentially creating odor and corrosion

problems in the larger sewer. As such the City is proposing to keep with the 60" East/West
sewer.

Page 2, ltem 2 in your letter states additional storage volume has been attained in the
proposed plan by maximizing the elevations of the CSO regulators along the Ohio River but
item 1 on this page states that the proposed plan deceases the storage volume of the
interceptor. Please explain. Please detail the regulators involved. Do they include those at
CS0s 008, 009, 010, 011, 013, 019, 020 and 0217 Can you provide the modeling inputs and
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